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Describing dynamics of a quantum system coupled to a complex many-body environment is a
ubiquitous problem in quantum science. General non-Markovian environments are characterized by
their influence matrix (IM) – a multi-time tensor arising from repeated interactions between the
system and environment. While complexity of the most generic IM grows exponentially with the
evolution time, recent works argued that for many instances of physical many-body environments,
the IM is significantly less complex. This is thanks to area-law scaling of temporal entanglement,
which quantifies the correlations between the past and the future states of the system. However,
efficient classical algorithms for computing IM are only available for non-interacting environments or
certain interacting 1D environments. Here, we study a learning algorithm for reconstructing IMs of
large many-body environments simulated on a quantum processor. This hybrid algorithm involves
experimentally collecting quantum measurement results of auxiliary qubits which are repeatedly
coupled to the many-body environment, followed by a classical machine-learning construction of a
matrix-product (MPS) representation of the IM. Using the example of 1D spin-chain environments,
with a classically generated training dataset, we demonstrate that the algorithm allows scalable re-
construction of IMs for long evolution times. The reconstructed IM can be used to efficiently model
quantum transport through an impurity, including cases with multiple leads and time-dependent
controls. These results indicate the feasibility of characterizing long-time dynamics of complex en-
vironments using a limited number of measurements, under the assumption of a moderate temporal
entanglement.

I. INTRODUCTION

Rapid experimental progress opened up a new era in
which quantum processors are increasingly capable of
performing tasks that are challenging for classical com-
puters [1–3]. One notable example of such a task, which
received much attention, is the problem of random circuit
sampling [4, 5]. The advent of powerful quantum proces-
sors calls both for further advances of classical computa-
tional methods, and for identifying applications that are
beyond the reach of classical computers.

Non-equilibrium phenomena in quantum many-body
systems [6–9] are a promising class of such applications,
because dynamics often leads to rapid growth of entan-
glement and computational complexity of system’s wave
function [3]. Traditional tensor-network methods [10, 11],
efficient for ground states which typically feature low,
area-law entanglement, therefore generally struggle [12–
14] to describe non-equilibrium phenomena such as evo-
lution following quantum quenches and quantum trans-
port, although notable advances were made for 1d sys-
tems [15].

Recently, a new family of methods for quantum
many-body dynamics, based on compact matrix product
state (MPS) representations of the influence matrix (IM)
– a generalized version of the Feynman-Vernon influence
functional – has emerged [16–21]. These methods are
suitable for computing dynamics of local physical ob-

servables, and, in contrast to more conventional tensor-
network techniques, their efficiency rests on moderate
temporal entanglement (TE) of the IM, which may be
significantly lower than spatial entanglement [16, 17, 22].
These and related ideas, in particular, led to new efficient
methods for bosonic [23–26] and fermionic [27–29] quan-
tum impurity models (QIM) out-of-equilibrium. An im-
portant class of QIM includes models of a small quantum
system coupled to a bath of (possibly infinitely) many
non-interacting degrees of freedom. Spin-boson QIMs
are paradigmatic model for studying non-Markovian dy-
namics. Fermionic QIMs have important applications in
quantum transport in mesoscopic systems [30, 31], and
in dynamical mean-field theory methods for modelling
strongly correlated materials [32, 33]. A schematic of a
QIM arising in a transport setup with two environments
is illustrated in Fig. 1a.

Intuitively, moderate TE in QIM and some other non-
equilibrium settings is due to the fact that some of the in-
formation about the state of the impurity propagates into
the environment without affecting the future dynamics of
the impurity. This allows representing the environment
with many degrees of freedom in a much more compact
form, by an evolution of a finite-dimensional environment
subject to Markovian dissipation, corresponding to irre-
versible information loss (see Fig. 1b).

In another notable line of developments, a framework
for describing non-Markovian dynamics in terms of a
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FIG. 1. (a) A tensor network diagram representing discretized dynamics of an impurity (red shaded area) connecting to two
infinite one-dimensional reservoirs (environments). A particular example of reservoir considered below is an XX spin chain that
maps onto free spinless fermions. Grey shaded parts of the diagram represent influence matrices of the environments. (b) A
tensor network diagram approximating the same impurity dynamics, but effective compressed IMs. Dimensionality reduction
is achieved by elimination of environment degrees of freedom which do not affect the impurity time evolution. (c) Key steps of
the IM learning procedure: (i) a data set is collected, by performing measurements on auxiliary degrees of freedom repeatedly
interacting with an environment; (ii) the data set is used by the learning algorithm that finds IM MPS ansatz matching the
given data set the best; (iii) A reconstructed MPS approximation of an IM is obtained, enabling numerical simulations of
QIM dynamics. (d) A schematic illustration of example applications of the learned IM, in particular: transport phenomena
simulation, such as a current flow in QIIM; non-Markovian dynamics simulation under external control; temporal entanglement
analysis.

process tensor (PT) – a multi-time generalization of a
quantum channel – has been developed [34]. Among
other applications, the PT, which is formally equiv-
alent to the IM, was applied to define measures of
non-Markovianity [35], and to characterize quantum de-
vices by performing PT tomography from experimental
data [36, 37].

In this article, building on this recent progress, we pro-
pose to apply quantum processors to the problem of con-
structing the IM of complex quantum many-body envi-
ronments. The schematic of the hybrid quantum-classical
algorithm is illustrated in Fig. 1c. Conceptually, its key
steps are: (i) collecting measurement results of probe
qubits (or ancilla qubits), which are repeatedly coupled
to an evolving quantum many-body system, the environ-
ment ; (ii) feeding the collected data set to a machine-
learning algorithm which constructs an MPS represen-
tation for the IM that matches the measurement results
best according to the log–likelihood function; (iii) using
the resulting IM to predict dynamics involving a given

environment, e.g. as a reservoir in a QIM.

We study the applicability of this hybrid approach for
for reconstructing IM of infinite quantum many-body en-
vironments at long evolution times. We note that previ-
ous works [36–38] investigated PT learning using a num-
ber of approaches, with some of those approaches exhibit-
ing an exponential overhead in the number of evolution
time steps, which precludes their scalability in the evo-
lution time. However, under the assumption of a finite
Markov order of the PT which leads to a finite bond di-
mension in the MPS ansatz for the IM, efficiency can
be significantly improved [39, 40]. Closest in spirit to
the present work, Ref. [41] explored MPS-based tomog-
raphy [42] of PT for interacting environments of up to 6
interacting spins.

To assess the feasibility of learning the IM of quan-
tum many-body environments, we consider environments
that are semi-infinite spin chains. The training data for
such environments are obtained using recently developed
efficient classical algorithms [18, 21], yielding an accu-
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rate MPS representation of the IM for a large number
of time-evolution steps. As a key result, we demonstrate
that the learning procedure is scalable: in particular, we
reconstruct IMs of several spin chains in the thermody-
namic limit for 60 discrete time steps that correspond to
an IM with as many as 2240 entries. Reconstruction of
such IMs requires millions of samples, which are acces-
sible with current quantum hardware such as supercon-
ducting qubit processors [4, 5].

While here we generate the dataset classically, this ap-
proach will be most useful for many-body environments
where no classical algorithm to compute IM exists, but
temporal entanglement is sufficiently low, thus allowing
for an approximation of an IM using MPS with a mod-
erate bond dimension. Indeed, recent works argued that
the area-law temporal entanglement scaling is a generic
feature of systems with quasiparticles [21], including in-
teracting integrable systems [43]. However, efficient algo-
rithm for computing IM in such interacting systems are
only available for one-dimensional systems. In a large
variety of many-body phases, low-energy excited states
can be effectively described by quasiparticle excitations.
Thus, we expect the IM-learning to be applicable to such
systems, in higher dimensions and varying system geom-
etry.

Once an MPS representation of an IM of a complex
many-body environment has been constructed, the dy-
namics of the QIM with that environment can be effi-
ciently analyzed classically, as illustrated in Fig. 1d. Cru-
cially, once an IM has been learned, QIM dynamics for
arbitrary impurity parameters (e.g. on-site interaction)
and time-dependent controls become accessible. Below
we demonstrate this by reconstructing an IM of XX and
XXX semi-infinite spin chains, and using it to simulate
several relevant examples of impurity dynamics, includ-
ing (i) non-Markovian effects in dynamics of impurity
under external controls; (ii) quantum transport through
the impurity connected to two reservoirs, whose IMs are
learned separately.

The paper is structured as follows: In Sec. II we intro-
duce the influence matrix formalism as a way to compute
local observables dynamics and transport properties of
many-body quantum systems. Further, we describe the
influence matrix learning method in Sec. III. Next we dis-
cuss numerical results confirming the capabilities of the
proposed method in Sec. IV. Finally we discuss the re-
sults, challenges and further development of the method
in Sec. V.

II. INFLUENCE MATRIX

We start by reviewing the influence matrix frame-
work [17] (see also closely related PT formalism [34]).
The IM is a multi-time tensor that contains complete
information regarding the effect of the environment on
impurity dynamics. Formally, it can be obtained by in-
tegrating out environment degrees of freedom. The com-

(a) (b)

FIG. 2. (a) A tensor network diagram representing the dy-
namics of ⟨O(t)⟩, an observable of an impurity coupled with
an environment. This diagram corresponds to the right-hand
side of Eq. (4), with a shaded area highlighting the IM of an
environment J{jτ ,iτ}t−1

τ=0
(see Eq. (6)). Below the main tensor

network diagram is a schematic representation of an impu-
rity interacting with an environment. (b) A tensor network
diagram representing the dynamics of ⟨O(t)⟩ in a quantum
transport setting. Here, O is an observable of the left com-
ponent of a two-qubit impurity coupled with two different
environments. The superscripts J L and J R refer to the left
and right environments, respectively.

plexity of the IM can be significantly lower than the com-
plexity of the combined impurity-environment wave func-
tion, since not all the information regarding the internal
state of environment is retained. This allows for compact
representations of IM in a number of non-equilibrium set-
tings [16–22].
To define the IM, consider a QIM, where an impurity is

a small quantum system described by a finite-dimensional
local Hilbert space, while an environment is a many-body,
possibly infinite-dimensional quantum system. We de-
scribe the state of the impurity-environment system by a
vectorized time-dependent density matrix ρiα(t) (see Ap-
pendix A for further details on the vectorization). The
first index refers to the impurity degrees of freedom and
the second index refers to the environment degrees of
freedom. For brevity of notation, we use Einstein’s sum-
mation convention in what follows. Our goal is to study
the dynamics of the impurity by integrating out the en-
vironment’s degrees of freedom. Thus, we are interested
in expectation values of the following form:

⟨O(t)⟩ = Oi1αρiα(t), (1)

where Oi is a vectorized operator of a local observable Ô
on the impurity and 1α is the vectorized identity operator
that acts on the environment degrees of freedom as the
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partial trace. The initial state of the composite system
ρiα(0) is taken to be a product state between the initial
state of the impurity ρIi and the environment ρEα

ρiα(0) = ρIi ρ
E
α . (2)

We consider discrete time evolution of the composite sys-
tem, which naturally arises when the continuous time
evolution of the QIM, defined by a Hamiltonian or a
Lindbladian, is discretized (trotterized). It is convenient
to decompose each time step of the evolution into two
half-steps. The first half-step, described by a quantum
channel Viα,jβ , represents an evolution step due to envi-
ronment’s own dynamics, as well as due to the system-
environment interaction (see Fig. 2). For simplicity, we
consider a time-translation invariant evolution of the en-
vironment, hence V is constant (a generalization to the
case when V is time-dependent is straightforward). Dur-
ing the second half-step of the evolution, quantum chan-

nels W
(t)
i,j that act only on the impurity, are applied. We

consider time-dependentW (t) since we allow an arbitrary
control signal applied to the impurity. Thus, density ma-
trix dynamics evolution over one step reads

ρiα

(
t+

1

2

)
= Viα,i′α′ρi′α′(t),

ρiα(t+ 1) = W
(t)
i,i′ρi′α

(
t+

1

2

)
. (3)

Integrating Eq. (3) forward in time and substituting the
integration result into Eq. (1), we express the dynamics
of the impurity observable as follows,

⟨O(t)⟩ = Oit1αt

(
t∏

τ=1

W
(τ−1)
iτ jτ−1

Vατ jτ−1,ατ−1iτ−1

)
×ρEα0

ρIi0 . (4)

It is convenient to represent the right part of Eq. (4)
in terms of a tensor network diagram, as illustrated in
Fig. 2a. Further, we rewrite Eq. (4) as

⟨O(t)⟩ = J{jτ ,iτ}t−1
τ=0

Oit

(
t−1∏
τ=0

W
(τ)
iτ+1jτ

)
ρIi0 , (5)

where the IM J{jτ ,iτ}t−1
τ=0

is defined as follows,

J{jτ ,iτ}t−1
τ=0

= 1αt

(
t−1∏
τ=0

Vατ+1jτ ,ατ iτ

)
ρEα0

. (6)

This IM is a generalization of a Feynman-Vernon influ-
ence functional [44]. In Fig. 2a we highlight IM’s tensor
diagram by the shaded area. The IM encapsulates all
the effects of the environment on an impurity, including
dissipation and memory (non-Markovianity) of the envi-
ronment. One advantage of the IM approach is that it
allows one to describe arbitrary local impurity dynamics.
In particular, arbitrary control sequences can be applied

by selecting the channelsW (τ) which act on the impurity,
since they are not included in the IM.
We can view Eq. (6) as an MPS representation of the

IM. The quantum channels V take the role of MPS ten-
sors, and the dimension of the environment density ma-
trix becomes the bond dimension. This suggests that
conventional MPS compression algorithms such as sin-
gular value decomposition-based truncation [10] may be
used to approximate an IM by an MPS with a lower bond
dimension, effectively reducing the dimensionality of en-
vironment. An IM can be efficiently compressed provided
its temporal entanglement – the entanglement entropy of
the IM viewed as a wavefunction in the time domain –
is moderate. It was found that for a wide variety of
physically interesting cases, TE grows slowly with evolu-
tion time. This includes quantum circuits that are nearly
dual unitary [17], many-body localized systems [45], dis-
sipative systems [18], free fermion systems [27, 28], inte-
grable systems [22, 43] and spin-boson models [26]. Addi-
tionally TE generally remains low in proximity to those
regimes [17]. Using a compressed, low bond-dimension
approximation of an IM, evolution of local observables
can be efficiently computed, see Eq. (4).
Below we will be interested in analyzing transport

through an impurity connecting two environments (left
and right environments, see Fig. 2b). For concreteness,
we choose a two-site impurity where the left environment
only couples to the left site of the impurity and the right
environment only couples to the right site of the impu-
rity. The corresponding tensor diagram for observable
dynamics in this model ⟨O(t)⟩ is illustrated in Fig. 2b.
Note that left and right IMs enter the tensor network
in Fig. 2b independently. This allows us to construct
compressed IMs for the left and right environment in-
dependently and later combine them to build the more
complex full environment. In the same fashion, multiple
IMs can be combined [25].

The case where observable Ô corresponds to a con-
served charge is of particular interest for transport prop-
erties. To compute the instantaneous current flowing be-
tween left and right parts of the impurity I(t), we gen-
eralize Eq. (3) and Eq. (1) to an impurity coupled to a
left and right environment. The generalization of Eq. (3)
reads

ρikαβ

(
t+

1

2

)
= V L

iα,i′α′ρi′k′α′β′(t)V R
kβ,k′β′ ,

ρikαβ(t+ 1) = W
(t)
ik,i′k′ρi′k′αβ

(
t+

1

2

)
, (7)

where indices i, k of ρikαβ correspond to the impurity de-
grees of freedom, index α to the left environment degrees
of freedom and index β to the right environment degrees
of freedom, V R and V L are quantum channels forming
left and right IMs correspondingly. The generalization of
Eq. (1) reads

⟨O(t)⟩ = Oi1k1α1βρikαβ(t), (8)
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assuming that we consider an observable of the left com-
ponent of the impurity. Eqs. (7),(8) allow us to calculate
a current I(t) as a finite difference of a charge O before
and after the action of W , i.e.

I(t) = ⟨O (t+ 1)⟩ −
〈
O

(
t+

1

2

)〉
. (9)

For bounded observables and time independent dynamics
we expect that the system reaches a steady state, and the
long-time averages of the left and right current are equal
to the steady-state current,

I(t) = Is. (10)

The latter can be calculated as a long time asymptotic of
Eq. (9). Replacing the original IMs by their compressed
MPS representations makes this approach computation-
ally efficient.

The efficiency of the approach described above hinges
on obtaining a compressed, low bond dimension MPS
representation of the IM. While low TE guarantees the
existence of such an MPS, finding it for large environ-
ments can be challenging. The known cases where an
MPS representation of system’s IM can be efficiently
constructed classically include: (i) Interacting one-
dimensional chains, via transversal contraction schemes
[16, 20, 21]; (ii) Non-interacting bosons, which allow for
explicit construction of a low bond dimension MPS repre-
sentation using a finite memory time cutoff [23] or using
auxiliary bosons [26]; (iii) Free fermions where IM can
be expressed in terms of Gaussian integrals which are
converted to MPS form [28, 29]. Despite these advances,
there are important cases, such as interacting models in
higher dimensions, where no algorithms to obtain the
compressed IM are known.

Moreover, the following simple argument shows that
the generic problem of computing the IM from a quantum
circuit description of the environment is classically hard,
even if restricted to IMs with low TE. To illustrate this,
let us take an environment which is disconnected from the
impurity qubit for the first t− 1 steps of evolution. The
degrees of freedom of the environment evolve according
to a quantum circuit encoding a classically hard quantum
computation, with an output written to the state of one
of the environment’s qubits. At the last step, the state
of this qubit is swapped with a qubit in the impurity.
The corresponding IM is a product state and hence has
zero TE, yet obtaining it requires simulating an arbitrary
quantum computation.

III. INFLUENCE MATRIX RECONSTRUCTION
FROM QUANTUM MEASUREMENTS

In this Section, we formulate a hybrid quantum-
classical approach to learning the IM, building on pre-
vious works on PT tomography [37, 41]. The aim of this
approach is to reconstruct a compressed approximation

(a) (c)(b)

FIG. 3. (a) Illustration of the first protocol of data acqui-
sition. At each time step a Bell pair depicted as |Φ+⟩ ⟨Φ+|
is prepared, and one of the qubits is coupled to the envi-
ronment. The resulting quantum state, proportional to the
environment’s IM, can be characterized by measuring qubits
in different bases. In this scheme, measurements and evolu-
tion can be parallelized. (b) Illustration of a coarse grained
protocol, where an ancilla interacts with the environment over
two time steps. (c) Illustration of the second protocol, which
requires one ancilla. At each step, the ancilla is prepared in
an infinite temperature state depicted as 1

2
1, measured us-

ing a SIC-POVM, coupled to the environment before being
measured again. This protocol provides the same statistics of
measurements outcomes.

of a complex environment’s IM with moderate TE, in
cases where no classical algorithm is readily available,
e.g. for interacting environments in d ≥ 2 dimensions.
At the first step, an experiment with a quantum com-

puting device is performed: a quantum environment E is
simulated, probe qubits are brought to interact with E at
different times, and a set of measurements is performed,
as described below. In the second, ‘classical‘ stage we use
a likelihood maximization based reconstruction method
to convert those measurement results into a low bond
dimension MPS representation of the IM.
Below we discuss two alternative implementations of

the first step, which differ in the way ancilla qubits are
used. Both schemes sample the same probability dis-
tribution and are therefore equivalent from the theory
perspective. However, they have different requirements
in terms of the number of ancilla qubits and the measure-
ment capabilities of the device; thus, one of the schemes
may be better suited for a given experimental platform.
In the first implementation, multiple ancilla qubits are

used to prepare a quantum state whose density matrix is
proportional to the IM. Effectively, this quantum state is
the Choi state [34, 46, 47] of the IM viewed as a quan-
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tum channel between t input and t output states. This
implementation is illustrated in Fig. 3a: at each step, a
Bell pair of ancilla qubits is prepared and one qubit of
the pair interacts with E over one time step. We re-
peat this procedure for each time step, preparing a state
of 2t ancilla qubits. The density matrix of this state is
equal to the IM, up to a normalization constant. Next,
a symmetric, informationally complete positive operator-
valued (SIC-POVM) measurement on each ancilla qubit
is performed (see Appendix B for details). Each SIC-
POVM measurement yields one of the 4 different possi-
ble SIC-POVM elements {Mα}3α=0, generating a string
of 2t integer indices {0, 1, 2, 3} identifying a particular
SIC-POVM element. This ‘asynchronous’ approach re-
quires 2t ancilla qubits, and the measurement of a given
auxiliary pair can be performed at any moment after the
interaction with the environment. It allows one to par-
allelize evolution and measurements of each qubit – a
potential advantage for platforms where measurements
are significantly slower than unitary evolution.

In contrast to the first asynchronous approach, the sec-
ond, fully sequential approach requires only one ancillary
qubit that is measured multiple times. This implementa-
tion is schematically illustrated in Fig. 3c: At each step
of time evolution, the ancilla qubit is (i) initialized in
an infinite temperature state; (ii) a SIC-POVM on the
ancilla is performed; the qubit is coupled to the environ-
ment for one time evolution step, and, finally (iv) another
SIC-POVM is performed on the impurity qubit. After t
steps of time evolution we obtain a measurement string
of length 2t. This approach does not require multiple an-
cilla qubits, but one needs to alternate the environment
time evolution with SIC-POVM measurements.

To reconstruct the IM from measurements, the experi-
ment is repeated N ≫ 1 times. We organize the measure-
ment strings into a dataset matrix Xk,l where k runs over
N strings and l runs over the 2t individual SIC-POVM
results in each string. In order to access the informa-
tion about longer time scales with fewer samples it may
be advantageous to perform measurements after two or
more steps of ancilla-bath interaction. This is illustrated
in Fig. 3b, where the ancilla is measured after two steps
of interaction with E. We use such coarse graining pro-
cedure in some of our numerical experiments; more infor-
mation about coarse graining is provided in Appendix D.

In the ‘classical‘ part of the algorithm we reconstruct
a MPS representation of the IM from the set of mea-
surement strings obtained in the quantum part. As es-
tablished above, many relevant quantum environments
have low TE and can hence be described by relatively
few degrees of freedom even for a large number of time
steps. To take advantage of this property, we use a low
bond dimension ansatz and “learn” its parameters from
the measurement results. The bond dimension is seen as
a hyperparameter of the learning algorithm and can be
tuned to regulate the upper bound of TE. Our ansatz is

structurally identical to Eq. (6) and reads

J{jτ ,iτ}t−1
τ=0

(Θ, ρ) = 1αt

(
t−1∏
τ=0

Θατ+1jτ ,ατ iτ

)
ρα0

, (11)

where Θ is an unknown quantum channel and ρ is an un-
known density matrix. To find the free parameters Θ and
ρ, we maximize a logarithmic likelihood function of the
dataset Xk,l with respect to those unknown parameters.
The logarithmic likelihood function reads

L(X,Θ, ρ) =

N∑
k=1

log

(
J{jτ ,iτ}t−1

τ=0
(Θ, ρ)

×
t−1∏
τ=0

M
Xk,2τ+2

jτ
M

Xk,2τ+1

iτ

)
− 2tN log(2). (12)

Here {Mα
i }3α=0 is a SIC-POVM with vectorized ele-

ments, where α runs over all elements and i runs over all
entries of a particular element. The last term in the r.-h.s.
of Eq. (12), 2tN log(2), is a normalization constant that
can be safely omitted. The optimization problem that
yields the most likely parameters Θ and ρ can therefore
be summarized as follows,

maximize
Θ,ρ

L(X,Θ, ρ)

subject to Θ ∈ CPTP, Tr(ρ) = 1, ρ ≥ 0, (13)

where CPTP stands for “completely positive and trace
preserving”, i.e. the set of all quantum channels of a
fixed dimension. We solve this optimization problem us-
ing automatic differentiation to calculate a gradient with
respect to the unknown parameters and Riemannian op-
timization [48, 49] to run a stochastic gradient descent
based optimization procedure preserving constraints. For
details on the optimization procedure and hyperparame-
ters we refer to Appendix C.

IV. RESULTS

In this Section, to evaluate the performance of the hy-
brid learning procedure described above, we apply it to
reconstruct an IM for two examples of spin-chain envi-
ronments. To generate measurement samples, we use an
IM that is computed classically using the algorithm of
Ref. [21]. We find that 106−107 measurement strings are
sufficient to accurately reconstruct long-time IMs (pre-
cise parameters defined below). The reconstructed IMs
can be used to compute quantum impurity observables,
including transport in setups with more than one envi-
ronment.
We consider an environment that is a semi-infinite

chain of spinless fermions with nearest-neighbour inter-
actions. Performing Jordan-Wigner transformation, such
environment is mapped onto an XXZ spin chain. Dis-
cretizing time, the Hamiltonian evolution can be approx-
imated by repeatedly applying the following Floquet op-
erator,

U(J, J ′) = Ue(J, J
′)Uo(J, J

′), (14)



7

Ue (J, J
′) = e−i

∑∞
i=0 H2i,2i+1(J,J ′),

Uo (J, J
′) = e−i

∑∞
i=0 H2i+1,2i+2(J,J ′),

Hi,j (J, J
′) = J (XiXj + YiYj) + J ′ZiZj , (15)

where a subscript e(o) stands for even (odd), and
Xi, Yi, Zi are the Pauli matrices acting on the i-th qubit.
Effectively, the evolution is therefore represented by a
brickwork quantum circuit.

Below we will focus on two particular parameter
choices: the free-fermion case, which corresponds to
J ′ = 0 (the XX-model), and the Heisenberg point, J ′ = J
(the XXX-model). The XX-model exhibits an area-law
TE [43] for a broad class of initial states, which includes
thermal states at any non-zero finite temperature. Fur-
thermore, XX model has a ballistic spin transport. The
XXX model displays TE that grows logarithmically in
time [43], and exhibits anomalous spin transport, in-
cluding superdiffusion in the linear-response regime [50].
We consider two values of the interaction parameter J ,
J = 0.1 and J = 0.2. These values are sufficiently small
to approximate the Hamiltonian dynamics without ap-
preciable heating due to absence of energy conservation
in the Floquet evolution. The number of time steps is
fixed at t = 60. Further, we consider 3 initial states of the
spin-chain environment: a fully mixed infinite tempera-
ture state as well as two fully polarized states, defined by
the density matrices:

ρ∞ =

∞⊗
i=1

1

2
1i, ρ↑ =

∞⊗
i=0

|↑i⟩ ⟨↑i| , ρ↓ =

∞⊗
i=0

|↓i⟩ ⟨↓i| . (16)

All three states are stationary states of environment’s
Hamiltonian. With these initial states, the spin chains
exhibit a moderate TE, which allows for an efficient com-
pression of their IM as MPS.

We first classically compute the “first-principles” IM
Jf using a light-cone growth algorithm described in
Ref. [21], with a maximum bond dimension of χ = 256.
We verified that the obtained IMs are well-converged
with respect to the bond dimension. Further, for each
IM we generate a dataset Xk,l consisting of N = 0.2 ·106
toN = 5·106 measurement strings using perfect sampling
from the MPS form of the IM, mimicking a probability
distribution of the measurement outcomes [51, 52]. We
then use the procedure outlined in Section III to recon-
struct the IMs from the measurement results datasets
Xk,l. For details regarding the learning process and hy-
perparameters, see Appendix D.

We track the learning process by computing the predic-
tion error ϵ as well as infidelity 1−F of the reconstructed
IM after each complete traversal of a dataset matrix Xk,l

also referred to as a learning epoch. The prediction error
ϵ is computed as follows

ϵ =
1

t

t∑
τ=1

∥∥ρIf (τ)− ρIr (τ)
∥∥
1
, (17)

where ρIf (τ) is the dynamics of the impurity coupled with
the first-principles IM and ρIr (τ) is the dynamics of the

100 101 102 103

Epochs number

10−2

10−1

100

1− F
ε

FIG. 4. Comparison of the infidelity 1−F and the prediction
error ϵ against the number of learning epochs during the learn-
ing process of the IM for the XXX model. The XXX-model is
defined by a Floquet operator in Eq. (15) with J = J ′ = 0.1.
The initial state of the system and environment is |↑⟩ ⟨↑|⊗ρ↓,
the dataset size is N = 5 · 106. Both metrics show that the
IM can be reconstructed faithfully.

impurity coupled with the reconstructed IM and ∥ · ∥1
stands for the trace norm. A horizontal bar denotes av-
eraging over 4000 sequences of random unitary channels
{W (0), . . .W (t−1)} acting on the impurity in between in-
teractions with environment (see Fig. 2). The infidelity
1−F is calculated as if IM were a wavefunction of a pure
quantum state, i.e.

1− F = 1− |⟨Jf |Jr⟩|2
⟨Jr|Jr⟩⟨Jf |Jf⟩

, (18)

where Jf is the “first-principles” IM and Jr is the cor-
responding reconstructed IM. We note that the impurity
dynamics and the overlaps can be computed efficiently
using the MPS form of the IMs. These two metrics for
the case of XXX model with J = 0.1 are plotted across
the learning process in Fig. 4, while their values at the
end of the learning process are plotted against the dataset
size in Fig. 5.
During the learning process the infidelity quickly drops

below 10−2 for N = 5 ·106 samples. This means that the
relative error of the IM reconstruction is small for ma-
chine learning approaches. However, in our case the IM is
a large tensor with 24t elements, and its norm strongly de-
pends on the nature of the environment. Specifically, its
Frobenius norm satisfies an inequality 1 ≤

√
⟨Jr|Jr⟩ ≤

2t, where the lower bound is saturated when IM is a fully
depolarising quantum channel, and the upper bound is
saturated for an IM which is seen as a unitary quantum
channel. Thus, Frobenius norm of |Jr⟩ could be expo-
nentially large in general. Since an expectation value
of an impurity observable is proportional to |Jr⟩ with-
out the normalization factor, its absolute error could be

as large as O
(√(

1−
√
F
)
⟨Jr|Jr⟩

)
. Therefore, even a
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FIG. 5. Comparison of the infidelity 1 − F and the predic-
tion error ϵ at the final point of the learning process against
the dataset size for the XXX model. Both metrics show that
quality of IM reconstruction and prediction accuracy system-
atically improve with increasing the dataset size.

small relative error could in principle significantly affect
the prediction accuracy for impurity observables. How-
ever, we find that this is not the case: the prediction
error ϵ reaches values of ϵ ≈ 0.025 for N = 5 · 106 at the
end of the learning protocol, indicating that the impurity
dynamics is reproduced faithfully. Both metrics become
stationary after around 103 epochs, indicating that the
learning process is converged.

The above results indicate that the reconstructed IM
allows an accurate prediction of the dynamics of an im-
purity coupled to a single environment. Furthermore,
the IMs learned in an experiment with a single environ-
ment has a broader applicability. In particular, it can be
used to make predictions in quantum transport setups
that involve multiple environments (leads), for arbitrary
time-dependent impurity Hamiltonian.

We illustrate this by studying time evolution of an im-
purity coupled to left and right environments, which are
chosen to be semi-infinite XX or XXX chains, with initial
states ρL(R) and corresponding IMs J L(R). We choose
the impurity to consist of two spins coupled by a generic
XYZ interaction; it is then convenient to think of the sys-
tem as a spin chain, with the impurity sites at i = 0, 1.
The quantum channel applied to the impurity over one
time step is given by,

W (Jx, Jy, Jz)[·] = Uimp(Jx, Jy, Jz) · U†
imp(Jx, Jy, Jz),

Uimp(Jx, Jy, Jz) = e−i(JxX0X1+JyY0Y1+JzZ0Z1), (19)

where · denotes the density matrix of impurity. Note
that the choice of parameters Jx = Jy = J and Jz = J ′

corresponds to a homogeneous infinite chain.
We start by considering a quantum transport setup

where impurity is initialized in an out-of-equilibrium
state and is coupled to the leads at time t = 0. For
this numerical experiment, the initial density matrices of

the left and right environments are chosen to be infinite-
temperature states. We set the initial density matrix of
the impurity to the following pure state

ρI(0) = |↑⟩ ⟨↑| ⊗ |↑⟩ ⟨↑| , (20)

and J = J ′ = 0.1 for both environments. In Fig. 6 we
compare the dynamics of the diagonal elements of ρI(t)
computed using the first-principles IM with the dynam-
ics computed with the IM reconstructed using a dataset
of size N = 5 · 106. As impurity’s quantum channel pa-
rameters we choose Jx = Jy = Jz = 0.1 correspond-
ing to the integrable homogeneous chain and Jx = 0.2,
Jy = Jz = 0.1 corresponding to a non-integrable chain
with an impurity. It is evident that the time evolution
obtained using the reconstructed IMs closely follows that
obtained from first-principles IMs. This is a highly non-
trivial observation, since two environments interact with
each other via the impurity and the physics of this in-
teraction is correctly captured by the IMs reconstructed
from a numerical experiment with a single environment.

Next, we consider relaxation of an initial domain wall
configuration in a homogeneous XXX spin chain, corre-
sponding to the choice of parameters, Jx = Jy = J and
Jz = J ′ = J . In this case, the total Z-projection of
spin is conserved. The initial state of the left environ-
ment is chosen to be polarized down ρL = ρ↓ and the
initial state of the right environment to be polarized up
ρR = ρ↑, while an impurity is initialized in a state

ρI(0) = |↓⟩ ⟨↓| ⊗ |↑⟩ ⟨↑| , (21)

corresponding to a domain wall at x = 1/2. Similar se-
tups have been recently probed experimentally [53, 54].
Setting J = J ′ = 0.1 and J = J ′ = 0.2, we computed
the instantaneous current through the domain wall by
Eq. (9) using first-principles IM and the reconstructed
ones. The comparison of these two computations for dif-
ferent dataset sizes N is provided in Fig. 7. One ob-
serves that the current dynamics prediction based on
the reconstructed IMs improves with increasing dataset
size. While for short times the agreement is near perfect,
the results based on the reconstructed IMs exhibit slight
deviation from the reference ones even for the largest
dataset size, N = 5 · 106.
Finally, we demonstrate that reconstructed IMs cor-

rectly capture long-time non-Markovian effects, as well
as a response to an external control signal. To that
end, we consider a two-site impurity in an initial state
ρI(0) = |↓⟩ ⟨↓|⊗|↓⟩ ⟨↓| coupled with two XX semi-infinite
chains with J = 0.1, J ′ = 0 and initial states ρL = ρ↓,

ρR = ρ↑. The time-dependent impurity channel W (τ) is
chosen as follows

W (τ)[·] =


Uimp(J, J, J

′) · U†
imp(J, J, J

′), τ < 20,

D[·], τ = 20,

Id[·], τ > 20,

(22)
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N = 5 · 106

FIG. 6. Dynamics of diagonal elements of the impurity’s den-
sity matrix, p↑↑ = ⟨↑|⊗⟨↑| ρI |↑⟩⊗|↑⟩, p↑↓ = ⟨↑|⊗⟨↓| ρI |↑⟩⊗|↓⟩,
p↓↑ = ⟨↓| ⊗ ⟨↑| ρI |↓⟩ ⊗ |↑⟩, p↓↓ = ⟨↓| ⊗ ⟨↓| ρI |↓⟩ ⊗ |↓⟩, for the
transport setup with environments being XXX semi-infinite
spin chains, defined in Eq. (15), with J = J ′ = 0.1. Impurity
evolution is given by Eq. (19). The solid red curves represent
results obtained using first-principles IMs, while the dashed
blue curves are obtained from reconstructed IMs. The dataset
size used to reconstruct IMs is N = 5 · 106.

where D is an amplitude damping channel turning any
impurity’s state into |↓⟩ ⟨↓| ⊗ |↓⟩ ⟨↓|, and Id is the iden-
tity channel. Note that the impurity dynamics in this
case can be calculated exactly, since this model is non-
interacting. Impurity dynamics described by Eq. (22)
can be described as follows: first, at times t < 20, there
is a current flowing from right to left part of the sys-
tem, and density on the impurity is increasing towards a
steady-state value of n0 = 1/2. Further, at time t = 20,
the impurity is reset to a state without particles, and
left and right sites of the impurity are decoupled, such
that each site is now coupled only to one environment.
During subsequent evolution, we expect the occupation
number of the left impurity site, n(τ) to exhibit a peak
due to the backflow of particles which were transferred
from the right environment to the left one during time
t < 20, before settling to a value of n = 0 at long times.
Such a peak is a reflection of non-Markovianity of sys-
tem’s dynamics. In Fig. 8 we compare dynamics of the

100 101

Time steps

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1

|I
|

first-principles
N = 0.2 · 106

N = 1 · 106

N = 5 · 106

100 101

Time steps

10−3

10−2

10−1

|I
|

FIG. 7. Instantaneous current flowing through the impu-
rity coupled with two XXX environments Eq. (15) for J =
J ′ = 0.1 (top panel) and for J = J ′ = 0.2 (bottom panel).
Solid red curves are obtained by using first-principles IMs,
dashed curves are obtained by using the reconstructed IMs
from datasets of different size.

particles number on the left impurity qubit n(τ) com-
puted exactly, with the first-principles IM and with the
reconstructed IM. The reconstructed IM follows the exact
results closely, in particular reproducing the peak around
the time t = 25. We provide additional numerical results
for other environments and impurity time evolution in
Appendix E.

V. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

In summary, in this paper we investigated a hybrid al-
gorithm for reconstructing IMs of large many-body envi-
ronments. Using several examples, where measurement
data were mimicked using a classical computation, we
found that the IMs for long-time evolution could be effi-
ciently learned from a relatively limited number of mea-
surements. The efficiency of this approach relies on the
moderate scaling of IMs temporal entanglement with evo-
lution time, which allows for an MPS representation.
Our work builds on, and complements previous works,
Refs. [36, 37], where a process tensor was reconstructed
from experimental data, for a few time steps.
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FIG. 8. Dynamics of the occupation number on the impurity’s
left qubit under a control signal in Eq. (22) (bottom panel)
and without time dependent control (top panel). Solid red
curves are computed by using the first-principles IM, dashed
black curves are computed exactly using the free fermion rep-
resentation, and dashed blue curves are computed with use of
the reconstructed IM. The vertical black line in the bottom
panel highlights the moment when particles are removed from
the impurity and two sites of the impurity are decoupled.

The MPS representation of an environment’s IM allows
for efficient classical computations of arbitrary dynamics
of a small quantum system interacting with that environ-
ment. In particular, as an application of the proposed al-
gorithm, we considered several quantum transport setups
in 1d systems, including an impurity coupled to XX and
XXX spin half-chain environments, as well as a quantum
quench starting from a domain wall state. We demon-

strated that an IM learned from an experiment with a
single environment allowed us to accurately model se-
tups with multiple leads. We envision this to be useful,
e.g. in cases where a quantum processor has enough de-
grees of freedom to simulate a single environment, but is
not suitable for directly modeling multiple leads.

Among the most promising applications of the pro-
posed approach is learning the structure of IMs for many-
body environments where no efficient classical algorithm
is currently available, but there are physical arguments
suggesting the area-law scaling of the temporal entan-
glement. One class of such systems are non-integrable
systems with long-lived quasiparticles, e.g. interacting
2d Fermi liquids. Furthermore, IM learning may shed
light on the issue of TE scaling in thermalizing many-
body systems. On the one hand, intuitively one may
expect that a large thermalizing systems act as baths
with a finite memory time (thermalization time), lead-
ing to an area-law TE; on the other hand, recent studies
of temporal entanglement in quantum circuits [17, 55], in
particular in proximity to dual-unitary points and in ran-
dom circuits, point to a volume-law scaling. It would be
interesting to apply the approach of this paper to learn
IMs for a broader class of thermalizing environments re-
alized using quantum processors. The ability to recon-
struct the IM in an MPS form would signal area-law TE.
While we generally expect the learning procedure to fail
for IMs with volume-law TE, it is an interesting open
question whether in such cases there exists an area-law
temporally-entangled IM which approximates the envi-
ronment effect for certain restricted classes of impurity’s
dynamics.
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Appendix A: Vectorization

To introduce the vectorized operators extensively used in the main text, such as in Eq. (1), we need to define a
basis of operators and enumerate its elements using a single index. For this purpose, we employ a basis of matrix
units, which, for a single-qubit case, reads

e0 = |0⟩ ⟨0| , e1 = |1⟩ ⟨0| , e2 = |0⟩ ⟨1| , e3 = |1⟩ ⟨1| . (A1)

Then, any operator can be vectorized as follows

Ok = Tr (ekO) , (A2)

where O is an arbitrary one-qubit operator. Also, any m-subsystem density matrix can be vectorized as follows

ρk1...km
= Tr

([
m⊗
i=1

eki

]
ρ

)
. (A3)

Appendix B: Information complete measurements

To extract information from the Choi state of an IM, we perform a symmetric, informationally complete (SIC)
positive operator-valued (POVM) measurement of each qubit of the Choi state. A POVM measurement is the most
general measurement allowed by quantum theory. It is defined by a set of positive semi-definite Hermitian matrices
{Mα}3α=0, where each matrix corresponds to a particular measurement result, and these matrices sum to the identity

matrix, i.e.
∑3

α=0 M
α = 1. The probability of getting a particular measurement result is given by the Born rule

p[α] = Tr(ρMα), where ρ is a density matrix. In the vectorized form it reads p[α] = Mα
i ρi, where i runs over all

https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.01287
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.13.041008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.13.041008
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entries of a POVM element and a density matrix. Information completeness means that the measured state can
be exactly reconstructed from measurement results in the limit of an infinite number of measurements or that the
matrix Mα

i is invertible. Symmetry means that the number of POVM elements is the minimal possible guaranteeing
information completeness (4 for a qubit) and that the POVM is highly symmetric in some sense [56]. We choose a
particular example of SIC-POVM that is defined by a set of vectorized operators enumerated by α ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}

Mα
i =

1

4

(
1i + sαkσ

k
i

)
, (B1)

where index i runs over all entries of the vectorized POVM element, σk
i are vectorized Pauli matrices enumerated by

k and

sαk =


0 0 1

2
√
2

2 0 − 1
3

−
√
2
3

√
2
3 − 1

3

−
√
2
3 −

√
2
3 − 1

3

 , (B2)

where α enumerates the rows and k enumerates the columns. Note, that the rows of the matrix Eq. (B2) are the
coordinates of the vertices of a tetrahedron, which justifies the symmetry of this POVM. Since each qubit measurement
ends up as a particular value of α, the measurement result of the entire state is a string with numbers from a set
{0, 1, 2, 3}. A set of these strings form a dataset that is used for further IM recovery.

Appendix C: Optimization algorithm

The central computational problem of the present algorithm is the following constrained optimization problem

maximize
Θ,ρ

L(X,Θ, ρ)

subject to Θ ∈ CPTP, Tr(ρ) = 1, ρ ≥ 0. (C1)

First, we note that any density matrix can be represented as follows ρ = ϕ[1], where ϕ is a CPTP map that maps a
1× 1 density matrix (a scalar 1) to ρ. This brings us to an optimization problem with only CPTP constraints

maximize
Θ,ϕ

L′
(X,Θ, ϕ)

subject to Θ, ϕ ∈ CPTP. (C2)

Note that due to the Stinespring dilation, one can parametrize both CPTP maps taking part in the optimization
problem as follows

Θ[·] = TrA
(
V · V †) ,

ϕ[·] = TrA
(
v · v†

)
, (C3)

where TrA is a partial trace over an r-dimensional auxiliary space, V is an isometric matrix of size rn × n, v is an
isometric matrix of size rn×1, n is a square root of the ansatz bond dimension. Note, that to parametrize an arbitrary
CPTP map one needs r ≥ n2 for V and r ≥ n for v, but taking r smaller we can regularize the learning procedure
by restricting the amount of dissipation introduced by an ansatz. We use r as another hyperparameter and call it a
local Choi rank. Using the parametrization above, we turn the optimization problem to the following one

maximize
V,v

L′′
(X, V, v)

subject to V ∈ St(nr, n), v ∈ St(rn, 1), (C4)

where St denotes a set of all isometric matrices of a given size also called a Stiefel manifold. Since this set is a
differentiable manifold, one can solve the given problem using Riemannian optimization techniques, i.e., a variation of
gradient descent that operates within a differentiable manifold. Here we use so-called Riemannian ADAM optimizer
which is the Riemannian generalization of the ADAM optimizer popular in the field of deep learning.
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Appendix D: Details on learning experiments

In our numerical experiments, we considered 8 different first-principles IMs that we mark as follows: (i) XXX,
J = 0.1, ρ↑; (ii) XXX, J = 0.1, ρ↓; (iii) XXX, J = 0.1, ρ∞; (iv) XXX, J = 0.2, ρ↑; (v) XXX, J = 0.2, ρ↓; (vi) XX,
J = 0.1, ρ↑; (vii) XX, J = 0.1, ρ↓; (viii) XX, J = 0.1, ρ∞. Here XXX or XX classifies a model type, J is a physical
time spent per discrete time step, ρ↑, ρ↓, ρ∞ are initial states of an environment. All IMs have 60 discrete time steps
and maximum bond dimension of χ = 256.
For each IM we generated datasets of measurement strings: 3 datasets of different size for IMs (i) and (ii), and

one dataset per IM for the rest. Dataset sizes are given in the Table I. Some of the datasets were collected using
coarse graining: half of each of those datasets was collected with passing a Bell state’s part through 10 time steps
and another half was collected without coarse graining. Datasets with coarse graining are emphasized in the Table I.

Each dataset was used to reconstruct an IM using the developed learning algorithm. The bond dimension and the
local Choi rank (see Appendix C for a reference on what we call a local Choi rank) of an ansatz for each case are
given in Table I. For all learning experiments we set batch size to 5000 measurement strings, initial learning rate to
0.25. The number of learning epochs and the final learning rate were different for XXX and XX cases. Their values
are given in the Table I. The learning rate decayed exponentially from the initial value to the final value during the
training. In all experiments we used Riemannian ADAM optimizer on the Stiefel manifold with parameters β1 = 0.9,
β2 = 0.999, ϵ = 10−8.

TABLE I. Some parameters of learning experiments that vary from one IM to another.

XXX,
J = 0.1,

ρ↑

XXX,
J = 0.1,

ρ↓

XXX,
J = 0.1,

ρ∞

XXX,
J = 0.2,

ρ↑

XXX,
J = 0.2,

ρ↓

XX,
J = 0.1,

ρ↑

XX,
J = 0.1,

ρ↓

XX,
J = 0.1,

ρ∞

Dataset size
0.2 · 106

1 · 106

5 · 106

0.2 · 106

1 · 106

5 · 106
5 · 106 5 · 106 5 · 106 7.5 · 106 7.5 · 106 7.5 · 106

Ansatz local
Choi rank

100 100 100 100 100 16 16 16

Coarse
graining

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No

Training epochs
number

1200 1200 1200 1200 1200 2400 2400 2400

Final learning
rate

10−5 10−5 10−5 10−5 10−5 10−3 10−3 10−3

Appendix E: More numerical results

In this appendix we give additional numerical results. Each additional numerical experiment is classified by the
type of left and right environments (XX or XXX), initial states of left and right environment (ρL and ρR), constants
Jx, Jy and Jz defining a quantum channel acting on the impurity Eq. (19). Constants Jx, Jy and Jz are sampled
uniformly from a cube [−1, 1]3 and rounded to two decimal places. For all the environments we set J = 0.1. In Fig. 9
and Fig. 10 we provide a comparison of first-principles dynamics of diagonal elements of the impurity density matrix
with the dynamics based on learned IMs.
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FIG. 9. The comparison of the first-principles dynamics (solid lines) of the impurity density matrix diagonal elements, that
are given by p↑↑ = ⟨↑| ⊗ ⟨↑| ρI |↑⟩ ⊗ |↑⟩, p↑↓ = ⟨↑| ⊗ ⟨↓| ρI |↑⟩ ⊗ |↓⟩, p↓↑ = ⟨↓| ⊗ ⟨↑| ρI |↓⟩ ⊗ |↑⟩, p↓↓ = ⟨↓| ⊗ ⟨↓| ρI |↓⟩ ⊗ |↓⟩, with
the dynamics predicted using learned IMs (dashed lines). The left panel corresponds to XXX environments with initial states
being ρL = ρ↓ and ρR = ρ↑, the right panel corresponds to XXX environments with initial states being ρL = ρ∞ and ρR = ρ↑.
The size of datasets used to learn influence matrices is N = 5 · 106. The initial state of the impurity is ρI(0) = |↑⟩ ⟨↑| ⊗ |↑⟩ ⟨↑|.
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FIG. 10. The comparison of the first-principles dynamics (solid lines) of the impurity density matrix diagonal elements, that
are given by p↑↑ = ⟨↑| ⊗ ⟨↑| ρI |↑⟩ ⊗ |↑⟩, p↑↓ = ⟨↑| ⊗ ⟨↓| ρI |↑⟩ ⊗ |↓⟩, p↓↑ = ⟨↓| ⊗ ⟨↑| ρI |↓⟩ ⊗ |↑⟩, p↓↓ = ⟨↓| ⊗ ⟨↓| ρI |↓⟩ ⊗ |↓⟩, with
the dynamics predicted using learned influence matrices (dashed lines). The left panel corresponds to XX environments with
initial states being ρL = ρ↓ and ρR = ρ↑, the right panel corresponds to XX environments with initial states being ρL = ρ∞
and ρR = ρ↑. The size of datasets used to learn influence matrices is N = 7.5 · 106. The initial state of the impurity is
ρI(0) = |↑⟩ ⟨↑| ⊗ |↑⟩ ⟨↑|.
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